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The Paris Commune 


A hundred years ago, on the 28th of May, 1871, the last cannon of the Com- 
munards was silenced and law and order was reestablished, as a result of which 
thousands of communards were slaughtered. 


Today; perhaps, red carnations adorn one of the most tragic scenes of the 
massacre — Pere Lachaize, but the spectre of the Commune that haunted France is 
considered dead. Leberals and authoritarian leftists alike are paying tribute to the 
Commune, as a historical necessity. Churches, altars and heroes are an ideological 
armour to keep the spirit of the catacombs buried for ever, Odes, diatribes, speeches 
exalt the spirit of revolt while the armies of law and order are ready to suppress 
any of its manifestations. 


For anarchists and the anti=—authoritarian left the spirit of the Commune 
is not only alive but its spectre continues to haunt liberal, bourgiois, socialist 
and leftist governments. It was buried in Kronstadt in 1921, to reappear again in 
Hungary 1956, in France and Czechoslovakia 1968,and in Ceylon 1971. It is, like the 
mythological Phoenix, indestructable. 


The Paris Commune was a bold venture realizing libertarianism, or, more 
precisely, putting into practice the federalistic principle of Proudhon. Some may 
argue to the contrary, but after a brief historical outline I will leave the commun- 
ards to speak for themselves. 


Napoleon was defeated at Sedan and on the 4th of September 1870 the Repub= 
lic was proclaimed. It was greeted enthusiastically by the Parisiens. Many Yadicals 
volunteered in its defence. But the grim warming of the oid revolutionary Miot, that 
the Republic would not last for long was: prophetic. Why? Because Paris greeted not 
the bourgeois republic but the universal republic. 


"La republique universale 
Se leve dans les cieux ardents, 
Couvrant les peuple de son aile 
Comme une mere ses enfants 

Ree 
A l'torient blanchit l'aurore! 
Ltaurore du siecle geant. 


Paris, revolutionary Paris, had to be destroyede The task fell on Thiers. 
The first step was an armistice with Prussia, then the united guns of reaction aimed 
at Paris. Before the final act a familiar process took place. The press, which was 
in opposition to the govermnent, was suppressed:"Le Vengeur, Le Cri du peuple, Le 
Mot d®order, Le Pere Dushesne, La Bouche de fer, etc." Then Thiers asked the impossible, 
that the communards surrender their arms. This in itself was an act of suicide for 
the workers of Paris. Instead the Paris proletariat proclaimed the Commune. This 
was a atep in favour of the social republic which was to supercede not only the 
class rule of the morarchy and the bourgeois republic, but class rule itself. 


The Commune was formed by Municipal councillors elected by universal 
suffrage. It was not a parliament but a positive working body. The majority of its 
representatives were Blanquists and Jacobins. Seventeen of them were Internationlists, 
that is, upholders of Proudhonian federalism and Bakunin's anti-authoritarian 
socialism, Among them, Serrailleur and the Hungarian Frankel were more or less mar= 
xists. Notwithstanding, on the mass revolutionary level, intemationalists were 
very influential. F 


The Central Committee of the National Guard, declared on the 23rd of Mic. 
2271 thats"The independent Commune is a result of a contract whose clauses are freely 
debated and whose aim is to abolish class antagonis:1 and ensure social security." 


At the same time, a proclamation by 20 Paris’ districts, reads:"As the 
family is the embryo of society so is the Commune the base of the political state. It 
must be autonomous if it is to guarantee te the federal or national political groups 
complete freedom and sovereignty and to preserve their characteristics. 


"To ensure greater economic development, national independence, social and 
territorial security, the commune must associate and federate with all other communes 
and associations of communes which constitute the nation. 


"The autonomy of the commune guarantees individual liberties and order in 
society. A federation of all communes increases reciprocally the strength and the 
resources of the individual commune.” 


The official programme of the Commune "The Declaration to the People of 
France", is, without doubt, libertarian and federalistic in essence, It was put to the 
Assembly by the federalists. Delescluze, an old Jacobin who cannot be suspected of 
Proudhonianism, edited it. The honesty and integrity of Delescluze are beyond questicn. 
He, and the other communards, accepted the revolutionary development of the Paris 
proletariat, which aimed at establishing anarchy on the basis of federalisn. Some 
excerpts will elucidate the above claim: oe 
"The absolute autonomy of the Commune must be extended to all localities to 
ensure to them their integral rights. This autonomy is extended to all Frenchmen, as 


individuals, citizens and workers, to ensure complete development of their faculties... 


".ocabsolute guaranty of freedom of conscience, freedom to work and indiv-- 
idual liberty, permanent participation of the citizen in the affairs of the community; 
fxrce manifestation of his ideas and the freedom to state and defend his own interests. 
This undertaking of the Commune is to guarantee free and the proper exercise of the 
rights of press and of assembly. 


"The communal revolution heralds a new political, positive and scientific 
xperiment. It puts an end to the governmental and clerical world, to militarism, 
functionarism, stock~jobbing, monopoly, privileges and exploitation." 


Vermorel went as far as to say that "any expropriation for the benefit of 
the state is a negative act» To achieve communal emancipation" said Vermorel, "the 
revolution must destroy all kinds of despitism." 


Federalism was not the only feature manifested by the Commune, the authorit= 
ariam tendencies were there too. The later became more prominent towards the end of 
the Commune. It was then that Jules Miot put the motion of forming a Committee of 
social Scéurity. The Intemationalists rejected it on the ground that it was contrary 
to the wishes of the people. "We have no mandate” argued Lafrancais. Nevertheless the 
motion was passed with 34 votes for and 23 against. 


Verlin and his comrades rejected the motion outright. On the 16th of May a 
leaflet appeared condemning the Commune fcr abdicating its power to a dictatorship 
which was named Public Security:"We the lovers of the communalism for which many of 
the citizens are dying every day will not retreat to our districts. We will participate 
in this decisive battie on the side-and in the name of the people.” This anti- 
dictatorial declaration was signed by the following: Beslay, Jourd, Theisz, Lefrancais, 
Hugene, Andrieu, Vermorel, Clemence, Serrailleur, Onguet, Arthur Armould, Victor 
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Clement, Avrial, Ostyn, Frankel, Pindy.-Amould, Balles, Tridon, Varlin, Gustave 
Courbet, and Malon. 


The Commune had had a short and tumuituous life which prevents us from jud= 
sing it properly. Nevertheless one thing is obvious, no dictatorship had been possible. 
The Paris proletatiat and its nore outspoken representatives had been a conscious 
vanguard of the revolution and, erenore wae su seiaeae Versailles eee ae noe. 
succune to the nia ces cael ape nee and : ri 
sta 
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anonrd have ieenica instead of ‘accopting contralisn, elitism and aie eee of 
the bourgeoisie, which have led them in the name of the classless socicty and of” 
socialism to promote class divisions such as intcllegentsia versus workers, leaders 
versus the people, clitists versus the masses. 


I will conclude with ths commmards! favourite song "Bonhomme", The word 


Bonhomé .rcadsrhere as Bonrevolutionary: 


These in power snarven their swords 
They are building gallo 
Ponerevolutcnary, bon-revolutionery 
shaxpon your ceythes 

POMBE OTE EOS NY bon-revolutionary. . 
[3 is time for you to awake 


Jack the Anarchist. 


The fiftieth anniversary cof Kronstadt has virtually passed in silence, 
with the exception of some few sporadic voices such as those of anarchists and liber~ 
tarian socialists. This silence ig a bad omen for an ,; otherwise, articulate torts 
It indicates a fear of its om celedons but the more one runs away, the more close: 
follows the shadow. To use an.cxistentialist expression: there is no escape. The Left 
faces a dilemmas: wither a) 4¢ sae recognize its past for what it is or b) distort, 
deny or rationalize it. The fact that the left orefers b to a is disturbing. This a6os 
not omly make its position vulnerabl¢é to criticism but also ‘points to atrend which can 
be described as the "ideology of deception". 


My position is as follows: ‘\s an anarchist I belong to the lebertarian 
tradition and, my prejudiccs, if any, are therefore of a libertarian. The, better to 
elucidate this point I shall acknowledge some of my preferences. 


I identify myself with the masses and with those individuals, rebols and 
revolutionaries whose dzaths, a ieee tortnirés and dcfcats arc the only indica- 
tions that tho libertarian tradition is still alive, and. that the sodial: revolution 
Still remains a possibility, I do not ident tify mysolf with Lenin who was a successful 
dictator, a saint of the left, but tho douth of the revolution, but with Makhno and 
his insurgent army, whose activitios creatcd the prerequisites for social revolution. 
I would support Mattcotti rather than Muss solini, a ronogade; Gramsci and Rosa luxom 
burg rather than T naniaes or Stalin. Finally I commemorate the 50th anniversary of 
Kronstadt as a tribute’to the masses, who because of their ‘lack of ideology, could see 
the real nature of Lonin, Trotsky and thcoir’ cohorts, and who, therefore, opposed and 
fought theme My approach right through will bo that of a rebel not a renegade, that 
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a libertarian and not of an authoritarian. 


What is Kronstadt? It was one of the most brilliant experiments in sovictisn, 
1ts succcss and failure. It heralded the final stage of the revolution = the beginning 
of the Social Revolution. But, most of all, Kronstadt remains a grim inictment of 
authoritarian socialism and a requicm for socialism. "The great ideas of 1917, the 
ideas which had enabled the Bolshevik party to sweep along with it the peasant masses, 
the army, the working class and the Marxist intelligentsia, were certainly dead"(1) 

The guilty? The statism and power plitics of Lenin and Trotsky. It was the socialist 
regime of Lenin and Trotsky that brought about the destruction of socialism. No wonder 
& thick veil of silence surrounds Kronstadt. By all means it must remain buried in 

the collective sabconscious of the masses and declared taboo for revolutionaries. 


Kronstadt is a naval base situated on the island of Kotlin in the gulf of 
Fenland. It stands as a natural difenco against undesirable intruders to Petrograd, 
and, also, as a beacon which has emitted warning signals to Cimmcrian tsarisn. It wes 
Kronstadt, the window to the west and the door to the east, which flooded Russian ab- 
solutism with revolutionary ideas, which subverted, destroyed and finally anihilatcd ite 


The process was long and painful, with many sctbacks and many hopes. After 
the glorious revolutionary pages written in Junc-July,1905 by the equipage of the 
Battleship Potemkin Tavritcheski and by Gcorgy Pobicdonoseth, and by the Black sea 
naval school Prout, Kronstadt entered its revolutionary phase of fevelopment which 
culminated in the 1921 rev.llion. 


The role of Kronstadt during that period was of great propagandist valuc to 
the massese On the one hand the sailors had ample opportunity to contact Russian exiles 
in the west, to read revolutionary publications, to debate, arguc and assimilate various 
ideas; on the other, they had smugglicd revolutionary literature to, virtually every 
part of Russia. This was facilitatod by the fact that the majority of the sailors were 
of peasant origin. But by virtue of their position as sailors, as revolutionaries and 
as propagancists, they were the most conscious element of the working class and the 
vanguard of the Revolution. 


The activism of Kronstadt's sailors did not pass unnoticed. Hundreds of them 
were slaughtered in the uprising of 1910. Many boats with arrested sailors were sunk 
near Totleban fortress. A cruelty surpassed only by Trotsky and his henchmen. This 
incident built a tension which found relcase in the only bloody occurrence of the 
Revolution; the execution of 200 officers. To the cnemy of the revolution, who wants 
to find a calf bor of a bull, one may reply that it was the officers who first threw 
down the gauntlet. The sailors accepted the challenge, but they were waiting for the 
propitious moment. It presented itself in February 1917. 


In 1917 it was Kronstadt's sailors, "the glory of the revolution" as 
Trotsky later called them, who, together with the Petrograd proletariat dealt the death 
blow to Russian asolutisme 1917 was the beginning of an epochal development destined 
to end in the tragic days of March,1921. If 1917 was the year of great hopes for 
social regeneration then 1921 saw the last hope dashed. 


The relationship between Revolutionary Kronstadt and the Provisional 
Government was not the best. The Petrograd and Kronstadt soviets were in the hands of 
monsheviks, nevertheless both soviets kept aloof from the Government. They were in= 
dependent centres of information and propaganda. Their activity the Goverment watched 
helplessly, it could not attack. To suppress the workers, the red army and the sailors 
was to suppress the revolution, which, at that time was not an casy task. Kronstadtcrs 
were not prepared to give up their freedom. To defeat them the Government used slander 
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~uch as, that the sailors wore. German ‘sypathiscrs. But all to no avail. 


The collapse of the first Provisional Government, with its orientation 
towards moderate socialism was a victory for Kronstadt, 


At that time Kerensky was very popular with the masses, Had he followed 
.Danton's. dictums"audacity, more audacity and always audacity”, and” g refused to co» 
operate and be subservient to the Allies, he could, without difficulty have been « 
Lenin. Unfortunately he missed the historically opportune moment and went ingloriousy 
on the rubbish heap of history. 


In socicty, argues Kropotkin, there are two trends to be observed: the libder-: 
tarian and the authoritarian, This observation applies to every revolutionary situa» 
tion. The libertarian trend finds its fullest expression in anarchism, the authorit= 
avian ~ in revolutionary governments, revolutionary clites and party cadrese | 


Once the masses are liberated from the psychologically paralysing avalance 
of the past they start moving towards anarchy, while the revolutionary governments, 
by virtue of being governments, tend to conseratism, they suffocate the revolutionary 
spirit, and turn the revolution into an ideology. This creates a conflict whose 
solution can be visualized only if anarchy is realized, 


This conflict was clearly present in the antagonism between the Provisional 
Government and the sovicts. Kerensky, as head of the second Provisional Government 
could, if he had been an astute politician, have st®pped the revolution by placating 
the masses by yielding to their demands, Instead he attempted to circumvent their 
gonuine aspiration by means of old tricks such as patriotism and militrism. Victory | 
first, social reforms last. On June 18 he ordered his famous offensive on the 
German front. : 

Two weeks after his offonsive began and two days after the formation of tho 
third Provisional Government, which was a, triumph for the moderate socialists and 
mcensheviks, Kronstadt rebclled. On the 4th of July 12,000 sailors, red soldiers and 
workers embarked in Potrograd. They marched towards the Tauride palace where the 
politicians of the. left were deliberating. The Kronstadters? intention was to push 
the revolution to its logical conclusion~- the social revolution. Their slogans 
were: "Dowm with Kerensky", All power to the soviets", "Long live the Social 
Revolution", But the Bolsheviks were not yet ready, Lenin and Trotsky did not want 
to lend a hand to a movement they did not dominate. Isolated, and having lost some 
of their comrades in the skirmishes which took place, the Kronstadters had to 
withdraw. Thoy had not succeeded in getting rid of Kerensky and starting the social 
revolution but they had succeeded at least in eroding Kerensky’s prestige. This 
xebellion, though not successful, marked the beginning of the end. It eas now merely 
a question of time. 


Kerensky and the Russian bourgeoisie accused Kronstadt of coining its ow 
money and of being paid by the Germans. But they did not try to deal with Kronstadt 
directly. Instead Kerensky used indirect tactics but without success. He argued - 
that if Kronstadt had really been revolutionary it would have sent its gunners ‘+o 
the Riga front. Kronstadt's refusal to comply with the demands of the Provisionzl 
Government was dictated by the justified suspicion, that, this was an invitation for 
self-disarmament. Once the guns had gone the task of suppressing Kronstadt would 
have been easier. The Kronstadters sent a detachment of sailors instead of the guns. 
Korensky's strategem had not worked, thanks to the vigilance of the Kronstadters. 


-Although Kronstadt's influence had been growing rapidly, still there were 
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- “le sceptics, especially among the sailors of the, Black Sca Fleet.- Most of the 
soviets there were in the hands of the mensheviks. Instead of accepting Kerensky's 
accusation of Kronstadt uncritically, they decided to sent a fact finding delegation. 
With a few gun=boates they approached Kronstadt militarily, ready for an eventual 
attack. The attack did not occur but fratcznization did. The sailors of the. Black 5Sca 
Fleet sided with Kronstadt in their demands for: "All power to tho soviets". The 
Government lost its grip on the Black Sea Fleet. From then on the tide was turned 
against it. 


Only Kornilov! attempted putcsh prevented Kerensky Government from collapsing. 
Kormilov decided to end the chaos of the "armed bandits" — the workers = once for all. 
Kerensky put up a mild resistance, while the workers of Pertograd and Kronstadt, «who 
fought valiantly, saved the situation. One must mention, in passing, that had not 
Komnilov's troups rebolled against their officers and refused to carry out orders, 
the situation could have become very critical. Kornilov's defeat dispelled all the 
lies ab out Kronstadt. Kronstadt was on the side of tho revolution and emerged as the 
best spokesman of the revolutionary massese 


The Mensheviks and the Right Social Revolutionaries were losing control of 
the sovicts. These had passed into the hands of bolsheviks and of left social revolu- 
tionariess But the masses, as in every revolutionary situation, were moving towards 
anarchism, though without being anarchists. 


Kornilov's defeat Pe cer | ascendancy of Kronstadt in the eyes of the re= 
volutionary masses. The position of the sailors was clear: "AL1 power to the sovicts". 
The thilers had no country unless the land and factories beloned to them. The only 
thing worth fighting for was the devence of the revolution. "The contagious seed" as 
the Russian bourgeoisie had ironically described Kronstadt, found fertile ground, 
Kerensky had no choice but to witness helplessly his owm defeat. The final show—down 
was approaching. Kerensky lost. Tho masses were bching the Bolsheviks and the Left 
Social Revolutionaries. The reason: Lenin had appropriated the revolutionary slogans 
of the masses, "Socialism is not created by orders from above; state bureaucratic 
automatism is alicn to its spirit; socialism is alive, creative = the creation of 
popular masses themselves(2)" and thus paved his way to power. There is no need to 
describe any further the important role the Kronstadt sailors had played during those 
fateful dayse It was their guns that hit the core of reaction — the Wintcr Palace, and 
Silenced it for cver. The fall of tho Winter Palace marked Lenin's triuph and the 
beginning of bolshevik rule. 


Never before had the workers and peasants been more confident that they had 
finally succeeded in cstablishing a society based on equality, social justice and 
socialism. But their dreams were to be thwarted by the Bolsheviks. Lenin and Trotsky 
had captured power by instead of establishing socialism they established slavery, 
absolutism and another form of tsarisn. 


Anarchists had warned the masses of the danger of power. On the 25th August;1917 
in " Goloss Trouda" an article states that "there is no need for a government. In 
place of government we shall put workors! organisations. Workers and peasants must 
become masters of their own destiny." The oditorial of the same paper, on the eve of 
the revolution, 6th October, 1917 said that "If the masses, during the revolution 
were unable to create and to coordinate their own organisations, and by doing so ts 
dedicate.themselves to the construction of the new life, then the revolution, sooner 
or later, would be suffocated. The creation of such organisations was the only 
guarantee of revolutionary victory." 


N.. Petrov wrote in "Volnyi Kronstadt"::" I am not deluded by the loud and vulgar 
'socialist' phraze ‘dictatorship of the prolctariat and peasantry'. Dictatorship is 2 


synonym for authority and authority is. something alien to the masses. AU ous vy 

ways and everywhere corrupts the rulers, who play the role of flies on the horns o: 
ail ox in pasture, poisonous flies which from time to time bite the ox and contaminate 
its blood, draining its energy and killing its independent initiative."/4/ 


Bolsheviks differed in theory. Their aim was to capture the government, to 
transform it into a tool of social change and, then, to abolish it. 


In fact the bolsheviks not only did not abolish the government, they strengiened 
it, and used it as a tool to crush the revolutionary spirit of the masses, and 
stabilize their power. This is best exemplified in relation to Kronstadt. 


For Kronstadt "All power to the soviets" meant that all power was to remain in 
the hands of the local soviets:; for the Bolsheviks it meant that all power was to be 
centralized in the hands of the Communist Party. In Kronstadt the soviets were con~ 
sidered as autonomous units, independent of any party or government interferences 
for the Bolsheviks the soviets were or ought to be subservient to the government. 
Independence was, therefore, out of the question. The two lines were not only incom. 
patible but mutually esxclusive. Lenin and Trotsky knew this and, while the revolut~ 
ionaries were fighting for the defende of the revolution, they, the comrades, were 
building the cells of their power, They were building the dictatorship of the © 
proletariat over the proletariat, and of the Cheka over the masses. Soon they were 
to be the architects of the most monstrous state ever to appear. Maxim Gorki observed 
these bitter facts as early as 1917. He writes in "Nova Zisn" 1917s"Lenin and 
trotsky and their cohorts are already intocicated with the poison of power as is 
proved by their shameful attitude towards freedom...Lenin and his acolytes bélieve. 
themselves entitled to commit every crime.... Lenin is not all—poweful magician, but 
a cynical sleight of hand performer who cares neither for hnour nor for the life of 
the proletarians. 


The clash between Kronstaadt and the Bolshevik Government began soon ofter the 
revolution. Kronstadt, faithful to the spirit of sovietism, decided , at the benin— 
ning of 1918, to socialise all private property as a prerequisite of building the 
free commine, the cell of free society, The Bolsheviks rejected it. They were not 
interested in communism but the Communist Party. The supporters of the Kronstadt 
Commune were Left Social Revolutionaries, Maximalists and Anarcho—Syndicalists; its 
enemy were Communists and Mensheviks, , 


The first step of the Kronstadt Commune was land and house feforms. The Bolshevik 
opposed it on the ground that it was an "anarcho-syndicalist brigandage"’. From 
Bolshevik point of view the expropriation of a bolshevik functionary 20 room mension 
was brigandage. Notwithstanding expropriation took place. But the committee which 
was formed to deal with land and house reforms was directly responsible to the rank 
and file. This committee was later abolished by a government decree and replaced by 
a government decree and replaced by "The centre for land and immobile goods". This 
body was not responsible tc the rank and file but to "The Council of National 
Economy" i.e. to the central government. 


This, and similar interference by the Government in the affairs of Kronstadt, 
had made the sailors aware of. the real intentions of the "Proletarian State". The 
friend of the people —the government~ was an enemy of the people. But the civil war 
prevented Kronsta dt from retaliating. While Kronstadters were fighting for the re- 
volution of October, for the Social Revolution, the bolsheviks were building their 
sta te apparatus, the counter~revolution, Lenin and Trotsky started the Thermidorian 
reaction which was perfected and surpassed. by Stalin. 
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Perhaps my judgment is harsh if compared with the judgements of those who look 
to justify Lenin as the first revolutionary and socialist dictator of world fame, 
and preserve for him a respectable place in the realm of history. Well, I mst confess 
that my imterest is not in bourgeois history but in the history of the people, of the 
masses, of the wretched of the earth, a history which is not yet written. 


The white, under Kaledin, were defeated in February 1918. The sailors, going 
back to their units, saw an exodus of their comrades to Petrograd. It was caused by 
the fact that the Council of People's Commissars had decreed the Baltic Fleet dis— 
solved and, in its place, had created the "Red Fleet". A stab in the back. The new 
recruits were individually scrutinized and those suspected of recalcitrance were, of 
course, rejected. 


These events have an important bearing on the argument that the sailors of 1921 
were not those of 1917. It it were so, some leftists would find it reasonable and 
justifiable for Trotsky to shoot them like patridges, because, they would argue, the 
sailors of 1921 were reactionaries. Thanks to the government interference in the 
affairs of Kronstadt, there were more members of the Communist Party among the sailors 
in 1921 than in 1917. It follows that Trotsky has shot his brothers as patridges.He 
can rightly be charged with fratricide. This is supported by Lenin's remarcs" This 
is Thermidor. But we shall not let ourselves be guillotined. We shall be our own 
thermidor,." 


Despite all the oppressive measures against Kronstadt its spirit remained indom 
itable. It had gained momentum in April of the same year, especially when the Bol- 
sheviks attacked, not by argument, but by force, the anarchist locals in Petrograd 
and Moscow. Thousands of sailors protested against such repressive measures. As a 
result the Cheka was estazlished in Kronstadt, the soviet eas dissolved and a new 
one more docile to the Government was established. Nevertheless the sailors of the 
battleship Petropavlovsk did not yield to Government demands to surrender the anar - 
chist sailor, Skurikhin. Lenin and Trotsky did not press farther, they were satisfied 
with their partial victory, the soviet was subservient to them 


Lenin was an astute politician. While the sans—cullottes were fighting anainst 
interventionists and counter—revolutionaries, he was busy packing the fleet with his 
faithful dogs. Soon the whites were defeated the sans cullottes were eliminated. 


Anyhow by 1921 sovietism was dead. "ss.with the monopoly of power, the Cheka, 
and the Red Army, all that was left of this dream of a "State-Commne' was a myth, 
of interest only to theologians. War, measures of internal defence against counter-— 
revolution, and famine (leading to the creation of a bureaucratic machine to take 
care of rationing) had put an end to Soviet democracy."(5) Serge continues:"How and 
when would it (soviet democracy) be reborn?" The answer to this question is, never, 
unless the workers are armed, freedom restored and privileges abolished, which is 
equated with having a new revolution. 


The collapse of soviet democracy was a necessary prerequisite for Lenin's and 
Trotsky's triumph. Trotsky "had abolished in the army the committee system. In its 
place he had introduced rigid discipline, the enforcment of absolute obedience to 
the commands of officers, and strict control of these officers by political commis— 
sars. In 1920 he intended to introduce similar measures in the navy"(6). Surely the 
measures mentioned vabove, occuring at the end of the Civil War, were not to promote 
sovietism but to abolish it. 
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"Another major-grievance of the working class was-the growing regimentation of 
labour under the system of War Communism. The driving force behind this. development 
was Trotsky, the Commissar of War, Encouraged by his success in whipping the hastily 
improvised Red Army.into shape, Trotsky sought to apply similar methods of military 
discipline to the crumbling industrial economy. In January 1920 the Council of People's 
Commissars, largely at Trotsky'’s instigation, decreed a general labour obligation for 
all able~sodied adults and, at the same time, authorized the assignment. of idle milit-- 
ary personnel to civilian work...Meanwhile, an attempt was made to reinforce labor 
discipline and the presence of troops in the factories was strongly resented by the 
regular workmen, provoking a shrill outery in workshop and union meeting against the 
‘militarization of labor‘ ... Menshevik leaders compared the new regimentation to 
Egyptian slavery, when the Pharaohs used forced labor to build the pyramids... such 
arguments were winning a sympathetic response among the industrial rank and file, 

_wnoose disillusionment with the Bolsheviks and their program of War Communism was arp~ 
“proaching the point of open demonstrations against the regime(7)" 


Many factors, directly or indirectly, contributed to the building of tension 
between the government and the people. Tensions which found expression in the insur— 
ection of Makhno, Antonov, and Kronstadt. Some of, these factors deserved to be dealt 
with briefly, 


The endorsement of Osinsky's project for statewide cumpulsory sowing of crops 

at the 8th Congress in December 1920 was more fuel for the fire. Lenin's remarks at 
this Congress are ominous. "Russia is a country of small peasants and peasants are 
not socialists". "So long as we are living in a country of small peasants, capitalism 
in Russia shall have a stronger economic base than communism." It follows that , 
S:xlints forced collectivisation, industrialisation and electrification were neces~ 
sary prerequisites for building socialism and the classless society. Empirically this 
ie not the cases The Soviet Union today, fifty four years after the revolution, is 
higly industrialized and electrified but there is no socialism in sight. Why? 
"Osinsky", said a peasant at the Same congress" does not know Siberia. I have been 
ploughing there for thirty-eight years, but Osinsky knows nothing." Neither did 
Lenin, Trotsky or Stalin. What ed knew was power. Or as Osinsky said "compulsory 
meee organization of production" under the direction and control of government 

fficials, Many of those government officials and administrative personnel were 
itheured ote specialists". The new bureaucracy that ensued under centralisation 
developed interests of its own which set it apart from the workers, 


“During 1917 and 1918 the industrial workers had put into practice the syndi- 
casgost slcvsa of ‘workers control! over production". Now this slogan and practice 
was dead, The Bolsheviks favoured one-man management. "For the rahk~and file work-. 
men, the ‘restoration of the class enemy to a dominant place in the factory meant 
a betrayal of the ideals of the revolution. As they saw it, their dream of a pro- 
letarian democracy, momentarily realized in 1917, had been snatched away and replaced 
by the coercive and bureaucratic methods of capitalism. The Bolsheviks had imposed 

"iron discipline" in the factories, established armed squads to enforce the will of 
management, and contemplated using such odious efficiency as the 'Taylor system'. 
That this should be done by a government which they had trusted and which professes 
to rule in their name was a bitter pill for the workers to swallow... At workshop 
meetings, where speakers angrily denounced the militarization and bureaucratizaticnu 
of industry, ‘critical references to the comforts and privileges of Bolshevik of~ 
ficials drew indignant shouts of agreement from the listeners ."(8) 
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To reiterate: The workevs and peasants bed had encugh of War Communism. They 
vated a system of 'frse labour", They wanted an end to requisition, to the militari- 
zation of labour, in short, they wanted to prevent the soviets from being bureauc— 
ratized and turned into puppets of tae government. 


In February, angry workers in Moscow denounced War Communism. According to the 
New-york Times, March 6 1921, Lenin, to appease them, appeared in person before the 
crowd. Among other things he asked them if they would prefer the Whites to him. They 
shouteds"Let come who may ~ whites, biacks, or devils themselves — just you clear out." 
Order was restored thanks to the ite Papenes of kursanti and the troops stationed in 
Moscow. 


While demonstrations began to susside in Moscow, disturbances started in Petro-— 
grad. On 22nd February 1921, in aera ney factory, masc meeting of workers asembled 
to PoStmn Cire owe teCU, aces On the 24th the Government decided to crush the 
workers © “activitiés ‘by withholding the working passes of some workers. The workers 
answered by laying cown their tools and demonstrating against the government. They 
were supported by the students fron the Mining Institution. Comrade Zinoviev dealt 
with them lawfully. A company of kursenti was sent to disperse them. Next day the 

strike spread. The Troubotchny workers were jotted by the workers from Laferme to— 
bacco factory, the Skorokhod shoes factory y the Baltix and Patronny metal plants, and 
also by the Admiralty shipyards and the Galernaya drydocks. 


On 24th Pebruary, a three-man Defence Committee was formed, consisting of M.N. 
Lashevich, a mimber of the Revolutionary War Council of the Soviet Remblic, D.N. 
Avrov, commander of “she Petrograd Military District, and N.M. Antselovich of the 
Trade Union Council, On February 25 the Petrograd Soviet, the Trade Union Council, 
and the Party committee launced an apbeal to the workers of Petrograd. They blamed 
the Miensheviks and Social Revolutionaries for the disturbances, The language the Com- 
munists used to deal with those who disagreed with then, was no different from the 
language used during the Stalinist period and even today by Maoists. "White Guard 
swine, Polish landlords in Riga, English capitalist in London". "The Kursanti of 
Petrograd denounced the Trubcechny workers for acJions which could please only'the 
English, French, and other isndlords, the White Guard agents who are scattered every~ 
where, and their servants, the lackeys of capitalism — the SR's and Mensheviks"(9 
Denunciations were not sufficient, and llpm curfew was inbsed, and gatherings in the 
streets were forbidden at any time, 


Lashevich declared the workers of Troubotchny counter-revolutionary, shkurniki- 
self seekers and agents provocatevrs, and shut down the factory. Automatically the 
workers lost their rations. Similazm acticns were taken against the workers of 
peecrne factory. But the strike extended to the giant Putilov metal works with its 

,000 workers.-To subdue the workers, it wes necessary to starve them. The shkfniki 
were not the workers but Lashevich n, Zinoviev and their fat cohorts. 
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The mood of the workers and. theis demands are indic:ted°in the various posters 
which appeared in the streets of Petrograds"First of all, the workers and peasants 
need freedom They do not want to live by tie decrees of the Bolsheviks. They want to 
control their own destinies. Couwrades, support the revolutionary order. In an organ— 
ize and a determined manner demand: 

Leberation of all arrested socialists and nonparty workingmen3 abolition of 
martial law; freedom of speech, press, and essenbly for all who labours free elections 
of factory committees, trade unions; and soviets." 


The government answered with mess arrests and had prepared to settle its final 
account with the workers. Ali the tools, at its disposal, were put into operation. The 
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The Cheka was working overtime by arresting and by shooting thousands of suspects. 
The knock at the door and disappearance without trace was not a Stalinist invention 
but Dzerzhinsky's invention with tacit or open support of Lenin and Trotsky. The gar- 
rison stationed in Petrograd was untrustworthy; many military units were disarmed and 
confined to barracks,: Instead communist units from outside invaded the city, They and 
the kursanti patrolled the city. The disarmed and hungry workers could not resist, 

they were put down. A good lesson for revolutionaries. The revolutionary masses 
should under no circumstances let themselves be disarmed by their would-be leaders, 
kursanti, professional revolutionaries or elitists, who by virtue of their position 
are real counter-revolutionaries. 


By the 28th February Petrograd was quiet but Kronstadt was in revolt. The dele 
gates sent to Petrograd to find out the facts about the disturbances came back with 
news contradictory to the government pronouncements. On the same day the crew of 
battle ship Petropavlovsk passed the following resodution which was subsequently ac— 
cepted by the general assembly. I will quote only part of it. Those who are interested 
in the resolution and its analysis should consult Ida Mett's The Kronstadt Commmne, 

a Solidarity publication. 


The resolution demanded: ; 
" 33 Immediate new elections to the Soviets... 
2) Freedom of speech and of the press for workers and peasants, for the Anarchists, 
and for the Left Socialist parties. 
3) The right of assembly, and feedom for trade union and peasant organisations, 
5.) The liberation of all political prisoners of the Socialist parties, and of 
all imprisoned workers and peasants, soldiers and sailors belonging to working class 
and peasant organisations. 
8) The immediate abolition of the militia detachments set up between towns 
and countryside. 
10) The aboliton of Party combat detachments in all military groups. The aboli. 
tion of Party guards in factories and enterprises. If guards are required, they 
should be nominated, taking into account the views of the workers." 


One thing which becomes obvious is that the demands put by the Kronstadters 
were similar to the demands of the Petrograd Workers. 


On the lst of March a mass meeting of sailors, soldiers, and workers was held 
to héar and discuss the reports of the delegates sent to Petrograd. Between 15 and 
17,000 attended. V.I. Kalinin and N.N. Kuzmin were present at the meeting. 


"When. Kalinin arrived, he was met by music, banners, and a military guard of 
honour, a hopeful sign that serious trouble might still be averted. Moreover, the 
Anchor Square meeting opened in a friendly spirit,, with the Bolshevik chairman of 
the Kronstadt Soviet, P.D. Vasilev, himself presiding. But tempers began to flare 
when the report of the delegates sent to investigate the Petrograd disturbances was 
read. Whon the Petropavlovsk resolution was put before the assembly, excitement 
reached a high pitch. Kalinin rose and began to speak against it but was repeatedly 
interrupted by hecklerse"Stow it, Kalinych, you manage to keep warm enough". "We know 
ourselves what. we need. As. for you, old man, go back to your woman".(9) Kuzmin was 
met with the same treatment. One of the hecklers shouted:"Have you forgotten how 
you had every tenth man shot on the Northern front? Away with him!" Kuzmin delivered 
a menacing repsy: "The working people have always shot traitors to the cause, and. 
they will continue to shoot them in the future, In my place you would have shot 
every fifth man, not every tenth'. ‘Enough of that,' someone shouted. ‘you can't 
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threaten us..Kick him out'..s. he(Kuzmin) denounced the Petropavlovsk resolution as 
a counter—revolutionary Jocument, shouting that indiscpline and treason would be 
smashed by the iron hand of the proletariat...".(10) 


Notwithstanding Kronstadters accepted the Petropavlovsk resolution. They were 
sick of, instructions, decrees and the various excuses the Bolsheviks used to cement 
their power. They sent a delegation of 30 to Petrograd to explain Kronstadt's posi- 
tion to the workers. The delegates were arrested and nothing further was heard of them. 


The newly elected delegates met in the House of Educztion to find ways of coming 
to an understanding with the Government. It was then that the communists played a 
deadly game. A delegate from the battleship Sebastopol ammounced that 150 trucks 
loaded with communists were marching towards Kronstadt. Excitement was high and the 
break with the government complete. 


The Bolshevik approach was again to use slander. They spoke of the" anarcho- 
bandit frame of mind", "of a different social and psychological make up" from those 
of 1917. "Corrupt and demoralized roughnecks, indisciplined, foul mouthed, and given 
to card playing and drink... simple country bumpkins sporting bell-botton trousers 
and a heavily pomaded pompadour to attract female admirers." The Bolsheviks forgot 
to speak about the glory of the Revolution, it was dead, With Kronstadt the last 
live ember of the revolution was now extinguished. The Revolution is dead but its 
killers, the Bolsheviks, are still haunted by the ghost of Kronstadt..In 1963 in a 
publication entitled "Soviet Film" July 1963 is a review of the film "An Optimistic 
Tragedy" which, without doubt, deals with Kronstadt. Vozhak, the anarchist leader, is 
described as a brute with thirst for power." He is "the incarnation of evil but also 
a victim of circumstances." The author reserves his venom for Siply, another charac 
ter "the portrait of a renegade, of a vile scum who has dissipated any honour and 
decency he may have had in seaport saloons all over the world. A mincing gait, roving 
inquisitive eyes, a sadist's leer whenever someone is killed." 


How is it that the sailors in 1921 had becane "class degenerates", zhorzhiki- 
dandified hayseeds and ivanmory-sea yokels, while in 1920 they still were "the 
glory of the revolution"? That is for comrades Lenin, Trotsky and their cohorts to 
explain. The accusation that a certain tsarist officer was in control of the insur— 
rection, is false, but it is true that such an officer was appointed by Trotsky. So 
was Tukhachevsky, the commanding officer, who crushed Kronstadt. 


After a few days of heroic struggle against the bolsheviks,Kronstadt was finally 
defeated on the 18th of March 1921. Many of the red soldiers fraternized with 
Kronstadt but Trotsky brought out his faithful dogs and troops who did not know 
much about Kronstadt. They were told that they were fighting against the Whitesi 
Beside, Kronstadters were reluctant to fight against their communist brothers who, 
according to Kronstadters, were also fighting for the Social Revolution. ' 


Now let Kronstadters describe their ow struggle, instead of being interpreted 
by outsiders: In the editorial "Let the Whole World Know" they stateds"Let the 
toilers of the whole world know that we, the defenders of soviet power, are guarding 
the conquest of the Social Revolution. We shall win or perish beneath the ruins of 
Kronstadt, fighting for the just cause of the labouring masses, The toilers of the 
world will be our judges. The blood of the innocent will fall upon the heads of the 
Communist fanatics, drunk with power. Long live the power of the soviets!"(11) "In 
making the October Revolution, the working class hoped to obtain its emancipation. 
But it resulted in a worse slavery for human individuality. The power of the police 
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monarchy passed into the hands of the usurpers — the Communists— who; instead of 
giving freedom’ to the people,- @ave them the: fear of -the Cheka! S: dectia, whose horrors 
far surpass the methods of the Tsarist polices. 


“after long years. of fighting and suffering, the Soviet Russian worker has. ‘only 
obtained impertinent orders, bayonet thrusts “and .‘the whistling bullets of the Cheka 
Cossacks. In fact the Communist power has substituted.for the glorious ‘emb1 en ‘of the 
workers, the hammer and’ ‘sickle, anotkér symbol -— the bayonet and the barred window, - 
which has permitted the new bureaucracy, the Commnist functionaries and commissars, 
to procure for themselves a tranquil and carefree existence. 


"But most debaged and criminal of all is the spiritual slavery eStablished by 
the Communists. They put their hands on the thoughts and moral life of the workers, 
compelling everyone to think only according to their formulae. With the aid of state 
unions, they have chained the workers to the machines, and transformed work into a new 
slavey instead of making it pleasant. To the protests of the peasants, which have gone 
as far..as spontaneous revolts, to the demands of the workers, compelled by the very 
conditions of their life to resort to strikes, they reply with mass shootings and a 
ferocity that thé Tsarist generals might have envied. 


"The workers,' Russia, the first to raise the red flag of the emancipation of 
labour, is drowned in the blood of the martyrs for the greater glory of Communist 
rule. With it are drowned all the great and beautifyl promises and possibilities of the 
proletarian revalution...(12)" "Trotsky has gone to Petrograd to seek new victims for 
the Slaughter,.the blood of our peasants and workers is cheap to him. We do not. wart to 
spill the blood of our.brothers and we are holding our fire to the minimum they allow. 
We must defend the just. cause of the workers and for this reason we feel. ourselves. 
ema to fire on our brothers, sent to certain death by the Commnists who have 

cated a life of privilege at the expense of the people.(13) 


"Kronstadt" says Voline:’"was the first entirely independent attempt of the. 
pecple to free themselves of all control and carry out the Social Revolution; this 
attempt was made directly... by the working masses themselves, . without political . 
shepherds; without leaders, or tutors." 


‘This inpenraat attempt was ents by Trotsky, the new Trepoff. He turned the 
Soviets into rubber stamps for soviet bureaucracy. Elitism, the hegemony of a single 
party, the dictatorship’ of the proletariat over the proletariat: has truimph but. so- 
Cialism has not. It is a myth of interest only to theologians. 


" Kronstadt fell and State Socialism triumphed. It is still -triumhant today. But 
the implacable logic of events leads it infallably to disaster. For its triumph bears 
within itself the seed of its final destruction. It has: exposed more and more the 
real character of the Communist dictatorship. More and more, the Communists caught by 
the logic of events, have shown that they were prepared to sacrifice the goal, to 
renounce all their principles to deal with anyone, so as to preserve their domination 
and their privileges.(14)" 


The Kronstadt Commune which had functioned smoothly for 3 years, collapsed as a 
result, not of internal contradictions, but of external military interference, It 
was crushed by force. Its defeat. marked the final defeat of the Revolution, the defeat 
of the masses and the triumph of state capitalism, bureaucracy, functionarism at > 
elitism. Its ideas are buried, I hope temporarily, and their resurection can only be 
realized by a new triumphant erowstadte 
Jack the Anarchist 


